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then under the control of Dr. Blaney, that eminent citizen, whose
manifold services to Bombay were afterwards rewarded by a grateful
people with a statue erected in his life-time. The necessary arrange-
ments were made, and the proprietorship of the paper changed
hands. In announcing that fact, the new management told the public
what its policy was going to be in an article which is believed to
have been written by Pherozeshah. After stating that those who had
the direction of the paper in their hands had no intention of making
rash promises of any sort, beyond that they would endeavour to
discuss all public questions in a way which would promote the best
interests of the country, the article went on to say:
There is, therefore, room in this Presidency for an English daily
which would present Indian phenomena and facts, and approach
and treat all Indian questions from an Indian point of view. We
trust that this can be done with moderation as well as indepen-
dence. "We hope to steer clear of two pitfalls, into one or other of
which people in this country are apt to tumble in forming their
judgements of men and events. We shall no more presume that
all Englishmen, official or non-official, are malignant tyrants till
they prove themselves the contrary, than we shall countenance
the presumption that all natives, and especially educated natives,
are disloyal, seditious and generally ill-conditioned, till they
establish their innocence. We steadily refuse to believe that
Englishmen have a monopoly of one moiety of the sins in the
decalogue, and the natives of this country of the other.
The rejuvenated Advocate of India started off well owing to the
exertions of Pherozeshah, who got a band of able writers to con-
tribute to its columns. Among its first helpers in places outside
Bombay were Messrs. N. Gupta, G. Subramania Iyer, Harchandrai
Vishindas and Padshah, names little heard then, but not unknown
to fame in journalistic and political circles in later years. Dinshah
Wacha, too, made some notable contributions, particularly in re-
ference to the Hume-Colvin controversy over the Congress. The
paper looked up, and did useful service to the popular cause. But
Pherozeshah's connection with it was short-lived. He had differences